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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

Claims 1,8,11,17,22,23, and 26 were amended in the response filed September 
8,2006. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-2 and 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kenney (U.S. Patent No. 6,381,583) in view of Pavlik (U.S. 
Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0035512) 

Referring to claim 1 . The combination of Kenney and Pavlik discloses a 
merchandise locating system, the system comprising: 

• A display configured to present a graphical mapped image of an environment 
where merchandise is used (Pavlik: abstract, figures 11-12); 

• An input module configured to accept user inputs (Kenney: column 1 , line 66 - 
column 2, line 12); and 

• A user accessible computer coupled to the display and the input module, and 
configured to determine a portion of the graphical mapped image corresponding 
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to the user input and to control the display to present a lower level graphical 
image of the environment where merchandise is used corresponding to the 
determined portion of the graphical mapped image, the user accessible computer 
further configured to receive an input from the input module indicating a user 
selected portion of the lower level graphical image corresponding to a particular 
desired merchandise item and to determine a location in a store of the desired 
merchandise item (Pavlik: abstract, figures 11-12, paragraphs 52-53). 
Kenney discloses all of the above but does not expressly disclose an image of 
the merchandise where it would be used. Kenney discloses a system of determining a 
location in a store of desired merchandise (Kenney: column 2, lines 25-65). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention 
to have modified the system of Kenney to have included a graphical image of the 
environment where the merchandise is used, as taught by Pavlik, in order to allow the 
customer to see visual suggestions for areas in a home (Pavlik: figure 1 1 and paragraph 
53). 

Referring to claim 2. The combination of Kenney and Pavlik further discloses a 
system comprising an output module coupled to the user accessible computer, and 
configured to provide an output identifying the location in the store of the desired item 
(Kenney: figure 10b). 

Referring to claim 5. The combination of Kenney and Pavlik further discloses a 
system comprising: 

• A network coupled to the user accessible computer (Kenney: figure 2); 



Application/Control Number: 10/646,071 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3625 

• A database (Kenney: column 1 , line 66 - column 2, line 12); and 

• A back-end computer coupled to the network and the database, and configured 
to receive an identity of the portion of the graphical mapped image from the user 
accessible computer and retrieve from the database the lower level graphical 
image, the back-end computer communicating the lower level graphical image to 
the user accessible computer using the network (Kenney: figures 2 & 8). 
Referring to claim 6. The combination of Kenney and Pavlik further discloses a 

system wherein the display comprises a device selected from the group consisting of a 
monitor, a CRT, an LCD, a touch panel, and a projection screen (Kenney: column 6, line 
60 - column 7, line 29). 

Referring to claim 7. The combination of Kenney and Pavlik further discloses a 
system wherein the input module comprises a device selected from the group consisting 
of a keyboard, a mouse, a touch pad, a joystick, a track ball, a pointer, and a pen 
(Kenney: column 6, line 60 - column 7, line 29). 

Claims 3-4 and 8-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the combination of Kenney and Pavlik in view of Hoffman (U.S. 
Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0178013). 

Referring to claims 3-4. The combination of Kenney and Pavlik discloses all of 
the above but does not expressly disclose generating and outputting a hard copy of a 
map identifying the location of an item in a store. Hoffman discloses a merchandise 
locating system wherein the user accessible computer is configured to generate a map 
identifying the location in the store of the item (Hoffman: abstract), and wherein the 
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display present an image of the map to the user (Hoffman: paragraph 25) or the output 
module outputs a hardcopy of the map (Hoffman: paragraph 25). It would have obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to have modified the 
system of Kenney/Pavlik to have included generating and outputting a hard copy of a 
map identifying the location of an item in a store, as taught by Hoffman, in order to 
better guide a customer to the location of a specific product (Hoffman: abstract). 

Referring to claims 8-9. Claims 8-9 are rejected under the same rationale set 
forth above. 

Referring to claim 10. The combination of Kenney/Pavlik and Hoffman further 
discloses a system wherein the means for outputting the map comprises a device 
selected from the group consisting of a printer, a plotter, and an electronic output device 
(Hoffman: paragraph 8). 

Referring to claims 11-16. Claims 11-16 are rejected under the same rationale 
set forth above. The combination of Kenney/Pavlik and Hoffman discloses a method 
according to claims 1 1-16. The examiner notes that the bedroom depicted in figures 
1 1-12 of Pavlik would be an environment where purchased merchandise is located. 

Referring to claim 17. The combination of Kenney/Pavlik and Hoffman further 
discloses a method of selecting merchandise available in a store, the method 
comprising: 

• Displaying a first graphical mapped image on a display, the first graphical 
mapped image chosen from a hierarchy of graphical mapped images and 
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depicting an environment where at least some of the merchandise is located after 
purchase by a consumer (Pavlik: figures 11-12); 

• Receiving a first user input corresponding to a portion of the first graphical 
mapped image (Pavlik: figures 1.1-12); 

• Determining a second graphical mapped image from the hierarchy of graphical 
images based in part on the first user input, the second graphical mapped image 
corresponding to a detailed image of the portion of the first graphical image 
(Pavlik: figures 11-12 and paragraphs 52-53); 

• Receiving a second user input corresponding to a portion of the second graphical 
mapped image (Pavlik: figures 11-12 and paragraphs 52-53); and 

• Creating a map locating merchandise in a store indicated by the second user 
input (Hoffman: abstract). It would have obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of applicant's invention to have modified the system of Kenney/Pavlik 
to have included generating a map identifying the location of an item in a store, 
as taught by Hoffman, in order to better guide a customer to the location of a 
specific product (Hoffman: abstract). 

Referring to claims 18-20. Claims 18-20 are rejected under the same rationale 
set forth above. 

Referring to claim 21. The combination of Kenney/Pavlik and Hoffman further 
discloses a method wherein the identifier comprises a SKU (Hoffman: paragraph 47). 
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Referring to claims 22-25. Claims 22-25 are rejected under the same rationale 
set forth above. The examiner notes that Pavlik discloses a mapped image remote to 
the store in figures 11-12 depicting a bedroom. 

Referring to claims 26-27. Claims 26-27 are rejected under the same rationale 
set forth above. The examiner notes that paragraph 44 of applicant's specification 
discussing figure 2 displaying a residential lot or kitchen. The combination of 
Kenney/Pavlik and Hoffman discloses displaying a residential lot image of another room 
in a home where merchandise is used (Pavlik: figures 11-12). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-27 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
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shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jason B. Dunham whose telephone number is 571-272- 
8109. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeff Smith can be reached on 571-272-6763. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-2Z2M00Q. «ry^ 



JBD 

Patent Examiner 
11/3/06 




